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Tough on developers
Less market-priced housing development  
and less traffic congestion

Independent
Not funded by outside interests

Fiscally responsible
So there’s enough money for libraries, parks, animal shelters, 
and everything else that makes you proud to live here

Keep it local
So you can live, work, and spend in Alameda

YOUR INTERESTS ARE MY TOP PRIORITY
VOTE FOR JENNIFER ROLOFF ON NOVEMBER 8th!
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audit. He has accepted many invita-
tions to attend meetings to explain the 
city’s finances to Alameda residents 
and has often spoken at City Council 
meetings to explain city finances. The 
hired auditors create a report. 

Kearney also explained that 
report to us and he has done so 
without political bias. Kearney and 
Kevin Kennedy, who is running 
again to serve us as City Treasurer, 
have served us well in the time they 
have been in their positions. They 
have both done so admirably. 

McMahon would like to take away 
the opportunity for you to know what 
the city is doing with your money. We 
should ask, why would he want to do 
that? And, why should we vote for 
him so he can do that?

— Dorothy Freeman

Shame on ‘Alamedans 
United’ for mailer
Editor:

A recent attack mailer against 
Tony Daysog — produced by 
Alamedans United, a consortium 
of powerful, well-heeled develop-
ers and unions — seeks to damage 
Daysog in his run for re-election, 
while it promotes newcomer Malia 
Vella for City Council. Alamedans 
United’s recent attack mailer is 
totally wrong, full of falsehoods 
and distortions. It wrongly states 
Daysog recently voted against the 
needs of frail seniors. Nothing could 
be further from the truth because, 
in fact, he voted to ensure that 
seniors would be protected.

Vella has no ties to Alameda and 
was raised in San Leandro. She only 
moved to Alameda two years ago, 
most likely to advance her candidacy. 
She is ambitious, and from this attack 
mailer, she may be ruthless as well.

In contrast, Daysog was born 
and raised in this city. He under-
stands and loves this city and its 
people. He listens to all Alamedans 
including our Alameda seniors.

The proposed project referred 
to in the attack mailer was not for a 
“senior center,” as the mailer states. 
The proposal was for an expensive, 
exclusive, assisted-living residential 
and Alzheimer’s treatment facility 
to be placed in a remote area of 

to keep Alamedans in their homes 
(a goal I completely support). 
However it should be done in a 
way that is also sustainable for 
small landlords. 

As written, and for all the 
things M1 does accomplish for 
renters, it fails in this regard. 

Richard Thomas lives in 
Alameda.

False: M1 
premise
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the Harbor Bay Business Park, but 
very close to the excessive noise 
coming from the nearby Oakland 
Airport runway takeoff pattern. 

This airport noise has always 
precluded and prevented residenc-
es from being built at this location. 
Should we consider elderly people 
with disabilities to be less valu-
able, less deserving of noise protec-
tion than regular residents? Daysog 
said no, after hearing from doctors, 
including a neurologist, regarding 
how noise — particularly exces-
sive noise — is very harmful and 
detrimental to the health of frag-
ile seniors and most particularly 
Alzheimer’s and dementia patients. 

He wisely decided, along with 
the majority of Councilmembers, 
to vote “no” on this project. When 
the health and peace of mind of 
seniors is at stake, Daysog voted 
his conscience to disapprove the ill-
thought-out, badly located project.

Alamedans United, showing a mali-
cious focus, supports Vella because 
she is a young union attorney who 
will promote their financial agendas 
and their desire for increased devel-
opment in the city. This group also 
supports Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft for 
re-election while seeking the defeat 
of the Kevins Kennedy and Kearney.

This attack mailer extols Vella 
while stating she did not authorize 
this hit piece. Reasonable people 
won’t believe that she did not know 
and approve the mailer. And if she 
didn’t know about it, then that 
underscores that she is a pawn of 
Alameda United and is not running 
her own campaign.

In conclusion, Daysog voted 
his conscience and his good sense 
regarding the project in question. 
On Nov. 8, vote your conscience 
and your good common sense and 
vote for Daysog, who is indepen-
dent from special interests. He is 
experienced, honest and loyal to 
his constituents and our city.

— Reyla Graber

Editor’s note: Like Tony Daysog, 
Malia Vella was born in Alameda. 

Simply appalled 
Editor:

As relative newcomers to 
Alameda who have no personal, 

emotional or political attachment to 
any of the local candidates, we are 
appalled by the despicable smear 
campaign the so-called “Alamedans 
United” waged against Tony Daysog 
and in support of their endorsed 
candidates Malia Vella and Marilyn 
Ezzy Ashcraft. Each mailing that we 
receive from them is more deplor-
able than the one before. 

— Marty and Pat Butensky

Finish the job
Editor:

So Councilmember Tony 
Daysog is complaining about a 
negative political advertisement 
relating to his vote against the 
construction of an assisted living 
facility on Bay Farm Island? No 
one is more deserving of nega-
tive criticism than Daysog and fel-
low Councilmember Marilyn Ezzy 
Ashcraft. Both merit such treat-
ment for their failure to oppose 
publicly the city’s official response 
to the lawsuit filed by the family of 
Raymond Zack. 

The Council hopes that the 
Alameda electorate considers 
the Zack case to be resolved. The 
Council is incorrect — the case 
remains very much an issue for 
those present for the showing of 
the documentary Shallow Waters: 
The Public Death of Raymond 
Zack this past Jan. 31 at Alameda 
Point. One attendee observed that 
nobody wants to talk about Zack’s 
death. Another expressed the hope 
that Councilmembers Daysog and 
Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft would go 
down to defeat in the next election, 
which is now upon us. 

Let us not forget that in 
November 2014 we voted out the 
two members of the Council, Mayor 
Marie Gilmore and Councilmember 
Stewart Chen, who were seeking re-
election and, from all appearances, 
supported the city’s position in the 
litigation. A third member, Lena Tam, 
who had been termed out at the time 
but is now seeking to return to the 
Council, was defeated in her bid for a 
seat on the BART Board of Directors. 
The City Manager at the time, John 
Russo, has left Alameda for employ-
ment elsewhere. 

We can now finish the job 
and restore some morality to the 

government of our city by voting 
against Daysog, Ezzy Ashcraft and 
Tam. We can prove to ourselves 
and to others who recall this trag-
edy that Alameda cares more about 
basic humanity and less about win-
ning a lawsuit brought by a family 
which has lost a brother to a need-
less and preventable death. 

The emperor has no clothes. 
— John Zugnoni

For shame
Editor:

I have lived in Alameda for more 
than 20 years and voted in each 
and every election held during that 
time. Each election has featured a 
variety of candidates for important 
positions in our local government. 
I have received hundreds of pieces 
of campaign mail from these candi-
dates stating their views on local 
issues over the years. 

This year I have received, for 
the very first time, a piece of cam-
paign mail commonly referred to 
as a “hit piece.” The mail piece, 
from Alamedans United, is an all-
out attack on City Councilmember 
Tony Daysog.

Half of the piece is a reprint 
of a vitriolic letter to the edi-
tor by David Burton attacking 
Daysog for his decision to vote 
against approval of the proposed 
senior living facility at Harbor Bay 
Business Park. Though Daysog 
was one of three members of the 
City Council to vote against the 
proposed facility, he is singled 
out for attack by Burton. The 
piece goes on to make unsubstan-
tiated claims that Daysog voted 
“against Alameda’s Frail Elderly”; 
“ignoring the pleas from local 
seniors” and that Daysog “Doesn’t 
Support Seniors.”

This hit piece is an insult to 
Alameda voters. It contains the 
type of misinformation that defies 
our community’s standards for nor-
mal civil discourse. 

Shame on Alamedans United 
and their slate of candidates: Vella 
and Ashcraft for City Council, 
Bratzler for Treasurer, McMahon 
for Auditor and Harris and 
Hettich for School Board for this  
embarrassment.

— Bill Ingalls

Absolute power 
corrupts absolutely
Editor: 

I find it incredible that little has 
been written about the “absolute 
power” that would be yielded to 
a newly formed governing bureau-
cracy called a “Rent Control Board” 
if the Alameda Renters Coalition’s 
Measure M1 passes on Nov. 8. 

As stated in M1:
n “The Board shall be an inte-

gral part of the government of the 
City, but shall exercise its powers 
and duties independent from the 
City Council, City Manager and 
City Attorney.” 

n “The City Council and 
the City Manager shall have no 
authority to oversee, supervise or 
approve the budget” of the Rent 
Control Board. 

n “The Board shall have sole 
and final authority to employ 
attorneys, legislative lobbyists, 
and other professionals.” The 
irony is that while the Alameda 
Renters Coalition’s Rent Control 
Board is demanding that Alameda 
voters give them “absolute power 
and authority” completely sepa-
rate from our democratically elect-
ed city government, the board also 
wants to be an “integral part of the 
government of the city.” 

This is another way of say-
ing, we want all the benefits the 
city and taxpayers have to offer 
(including potentially paying for 
legal representation defending any 
legal challenges brought against 
the measure. At the same time the 
board (needing only a quorum of 
three) wants to run the bureau-
cracy, estimated to start at $4.3 
million, with full autonomy, author-
ity and absolutely no oversight or 
accountability from our elected 
officials, whatsoever. 

Are you as an Alameda tax-
payer, property owner, landlord 
and resident willing to give up 
“absolute power” and waive your 
fiduciary duties to protect all 
Alameda residents, both present 
and future?

As Lord Acton wrote in 1887, 
“Power tends to corrupt, and abso-
lute power corrupts absolutely.” 

— C. Gabriele

Rent control ripple effect
Editor:

The Alameda M1 rent stabiliza-
tion measure has caused a ripple 
in our community regarding those 
unspoken fears of classism and rac-
ism. M1 has brought us a teachable 
moment.

One fear that has surfaced is 
that should M1 rent stabilization 
be passed, it will be impossible 
for property owners to evict the 
“criminal elements” who will surely 
flock to Alameda. Despite being left 
to wonder who these horrible crimi-
nals are within our midst, some 
small, but important, points of clari-
fication need to be raised.

First, recognize this for what 
it is: fear-mongering at its finest. 
There are no factual arguments to 
counter this assertion. The best 
argument for the existence of a 
“criminal element” would be akin 
to a Trump-ist assertion that all 
Mexicans are rapists and criminals.

Second, landlords have and will 
always have the right to inspect 
and maintain their properties with 
24-hours’ notice. M1 does not affect 
this. If criminal activity is suspect-
ed, the police should be notified 
immediately. Such activity should 
not be brought up later as a reason 
for eviction. There are major differ-
ences between criminal activity, a 
lease violation and everything else 
we might subjectively define as a 
“bad neighbor.” Rental property, a 
business, requires each property 
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